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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[October, 



TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sib — Having received several numbers of the Lay- 
man. I have read much to enable me to arrive at just 
conclusions, relative to the different topics discussed in 
its pages since its first publication, particularly tlie 
article on "The Rule of F.aith" in your June number, 
page ei.where you state — "We are, consequently, quite 
prepared to receive, as authoritative and obligatory, any 
unwritten tradition./irot/rfcditcan be shown.by unques- 
tionable proof, to be derived from an inspired origin." 
Now, to show that unquestionable proof is my object, as 
■well as to give proofs for several other points of Catholic 
belief, disputed by the members of the Established 
Church, and which are, one with the other, intimately 
connected. Th.-vt the proofs hereafter given are not tlie 
only ones in Scripture in favour of my arguments, I do 
not pretend ; they are the result of my own Scriptura 
research. Xor do I wish it to be inferred that I enter 
the field as a controversialist; my earnest desire is 
rather that some competent person inaj' take up the 
subject, which I am very imperfectly able to touch on, 
and see your observations on the different texts 
quoted. In the most friendly spirit, then, 1 assert 
that 

The Bible is not the only Rule nf Faith ; that perpe- 
tual ^itreession of lawful pastors is preserved in the 
church (in the person of the Pope); that that church 
cannot err in its doctrinal teaching ; and that it is, con- 
sequently, infallible. 

Some of the proofs adduced for and against which I 
give in juxtaposition. Of course, I leave you to mul- 
tiply the texts against these points of doctrine. 

Roman Catholics main- Protestants, that — 
tain that — " These are written that 

We have not in the yon may believe that Jesus 
■world extant divers books is the Christ, the son of 
of prophetical Scriptures ; God ; and that believing 
for no fewer than 20 books you may have life in his 
of the prophetical pens- name." — John xx. 31,D.I!. 
men of the Holj' Ghost This Roman Catholics 
haveperished,asthelearned also believe. 
Contzen has proved in his "With meekness receive 
preface on the " Four Gos- the engrafted Word, which 
pels." This assertion of is able to save your souls," 
Contzen is proved, as far — St. James i. 1, D.B. 
as is necessary, by the That the " engrafted 
following texts; — Joshua x. word" is the now uTitten 
13— " Is not this written Word only, the above text 
in the Book of .lasher?" (I docs not prove. Nor is it 
quote from the aKMnri«(/ proof .against the belief of 
version.) Again, 1 Kinq:s Roman Catholics in the 
iv. 32 — " Solomon spoke spoken jis well as the now 
three thousand proverbs, ivritten Word of God — 
and his songs were three Tradition as well as Scrip- 
thousandand flvc."Ncxt, I ture. 

Chron. xxix. 20. — " The That Jloscs.who ■was the 
acts of David, first and first Scripture writer, ■»-as 
last, are written in the not born till about the 
Book of Samuel, the Seer, year A.M. 2,400, maybe 
and in the Book of Nathan, deduced from his own his- 
the Prophet, and in the tory of Genesis. So long. 
Book of Gad, the Seer." therefore, was the world 
Again, 2 Chron. ix. 29, without any Scripture, 
mention is made of the Scripture, then, could not 
" Books of Nathan, the bo the only true Rule of 
Prophet, and the Prophet Faith. By what Rule of 
ofAhijah, and the visions Faith, then, was Abra- 
of Iddo. the Seer," and ham, Isaac, and .Jacob, 
chap. xii. 15, "In the Book guided, and Sarah, Re- 
ef Schemiah, the Prophet, becca, &c. ? Was it not by 
and Iddo, the Seer, con- the Tradition, kc, of their 
cerninggenealogies, "which Cliurch — in either case not 
seems to be a different written f 
book from his Book of 

Visions, as above mentioned ; and chap. xiii. 22, men- 
tion is made of the " Story of the Prophet Iddo," and 
chap. XX. 34, of the "Book of Jehu, son of Ilanani ;" 
and xxxiii. 19, w^e find mention of the works of " The 
Sayings of the Seers," &c., &c. Where are these pro- 
phets' books now ? Yet we know from Scripture that 
what was said by those books was said by prophets — 
" That God spake in time past unto the fathers by the 
prophets." — Heb. i. 1. " That prophecy came not in 
old time by the will of man; but tlie holy men of God 
spake as they were moved by tlie Holy Ghost." —2 
Peter i. 21. All these texts go to prove that we have 
not now entirely the whole written Word of God ; and 
that the apocryphal books (acknowledged, in the Vlth. 
Article of Church of England, to be read by the Church 
" for example of life and instruction of m.nnners") are 
canonical; for "the holy men of God spake as they 
■were moved by the Holy Ghost!" St. Paul further 
proves that we have not the whole written Word of 
God ; for, 1 Cor. v. 9. he says — " I wrote to you in an 
epistle." Where is tliis epistle? Hence we say, give 
us all the sacred prophetical writings ever written, and 
we will abide by the written Word of God as " the sole 
Rule of Faith." 

(The remainder of this letter being very long, and re- 
lating to a different subject, we are compelled to post- 
pone our observations on that part until next number, 
and we think it better that that part of the letter should 



appear along, with our observations. This letter is 
signed 

" An Inqoirer," Celbridge." 
The above letter is written in a spirit which claims 
the most respectful and candid consideration. We re- 
gret much that the various demands on our space, ren- 
dered us unable to insert any part of it sooner. Even 
now, we cannot go into its minuter particulars, but 
we trust a consideration of its general principles will 
sufSce. 

We take first the sentence—" The Bible is not the 
only Rule of Faith.'* 

When we affirm that " the Bible is the Rule of Faith" 
we simply refuse to admit, as articles of tiie Christian 
faith, things which are not contained in Scripture, and 
cannot be proved from it. And this, not because we 
would refuse to hear apostles, or other ministers who 
succeeded them, declaring by word of mouth what God 
had revealed to them, but because we find proof of the 
fact, that the apostles did not teach any other articles 
of faith than those which they have written of in the 
Scriptures. 

This proof appears to us to be twofold — 1st. We find 
no other articles of faith (besides those found in Scrip- 
ture) which can fairly be said to have been held by the 
Church, as articles of faith, from the time of the apos- 
tles to this time. 2nd. We find a positive and general 
testimony in the early Church, that they had not re- 
ceived any other articles of faith than those about which 
the apostles wrote in Scripture. 

Our correspondent thus states what it is that consti- 
tutes and proves " a true apostolical tradition" — namely, 
that it should be "handed down by a full unanimous re- 
port of all Catholic nations, attested by their universal 
practice and uniform doctrine." 

We agree to this as a fair definition of " apostolic 
tradition," provided it be understood of a tradition so 
held by the Church /rom the time of the apostles to this 
time. And we expect that our correspondent will ad- 
mit that a doctrine held among Christians now, even 
universally, if that doctrine were not held by the early 
Cliurcli as a part of the faith, has no claim to be an 
apostolical tradition. However universal a doctrine may 
now be, yet if no part of the Christian faith in the early 
ages, it is no part of the faith now — it is not apostolical. 

// does not concern us to inquire whether iiny doctrine, 
universally held by the Church in all ages, must in- 
fallibly be true, or whether a doctrine so held miyhi 
possibly have been false : for this jilain reason, this is 
not the question between us and Roman Catholics. We 
admit and hold that every doctrine which has, in fact, 
been held as a part of the Catholic faith in all ages, 
IS TRUE, and is to be found in Scripture. The practi- 
cal question between Roman Catholics and us is simply 
this — " Has the Church in all ages from the beginning 
held, as articles of faith, other doctrines which are not 
in Scripture, and cannot be proved from it ?" 

If Roman Catholics are really prepared to oppose our 
view on this great question, we should expect them to 
do something of this kind — to produce the creeds and 
confessions of fiiith of the ancient Church, and show us 
that those creeds contain articles of faith which are not 
contained in Scripture, and cannot be proved by it; or, 
if they cannot do this, at least to produce some of tlie 
great doctors and lights of the ancient Church, who 
jiave said that the public creeds anjl confessions of 
faith in their Churches did «o( contain all the articlks 
OF FAITH which the apostles delivered to the Churches 
founded by them. 

Nothing of this hind have we ever seen done or at- 
tempted. We earnestly entreat our correspondent to be 
"an inquirer" in this, and to try if he can find any an- 
swer of this kind. 

On the other hand, we take all the creeds or public 
professions of faith which the early Church has left us ; 
and we find nothing in them that our adversaries them- 
selves do not confess to be in Scripture also, and prove- 
able from Scripture. 2nd. We produce without end 
the great doctors of the early Cliurch, all testifying that 
these creeds contain the whole Christian faith. 3rd. We 
produce an equal testimony of doctors that the Scrip- 
tures contain all the articles of the faith which the apos- 
tles preached. 

This we believe to be a true statement of the real 
question at issue between us and the Church of Rome, 
and of the evidence that should decide it. But if any 
one can show anything to the contrary, we are open to 
conviction. 

We come now to the consideration of the difficulties 
which our correspondent feels about it: — 

1st. We have not the whole of the Scripture, for 
many books have been lost. 

Any force which tliis argument contains, must be 
something of this kind : — " There may have been other 
articles of Christian faith contained in those lost books ; 
and in that case, by confining ourselves to those articles 
of faith which are to be found in the existing Scrip- 
tures, we may be giving up other articles of faith which 
were in the lost books only." 

Let it be observed here, that none of our opponents 
have ever ventured to affirm that this is actually so. No 
one undertakes to say that there really were any other 



articles of the Christian faith in those lost books, but 
only tha.t perhaps there were. 

Now, supposing it were so, we do not see how the 
Church of Rome would be any better off in this respect, 
unless she could say that her tradition has preserved 
the articles of faith which were in those lost books ; but 
this no Roman Catholic has ever pretended to say. 
So we do not see how tradition supplies this loss at all. 

But the real question is — " Is it at aU likely or pro- 
bable that those lost books did contain any articles of 
Christian faith which are not iu our present books of 
Scripture?" 

Here we observe, that all those lost books were books 
of (Ac Old Testament (that is, if they really were in- 
spired books). It is true that one passage is quoted to 
show that one epistle, written by St. Paul to the Corin- 
thians, has been lost. That passage is 1 Cor., eh. v., v. 
9 — " I wrote to you in an epistle." Our correspondent 
has taken this, as a great many others have done, as if it 
necessarily referred to some epistle previously written by 
the Aposile : and if this were so, there would have been 
an epistle to the Corinthians, which is now lost. But 
this is clearly a mistake. There is evidently a mistake 
in the translation. The indefinite article " an" is clearly 
a wrong translation. It should, at least, be the definite 
article "the;" thus — " I wrote to you in the epistle." 
And this definite article is very often used in Scripture 
for the demonstrative pronoun ' ' this." We give only 
those instances which are most to the point. Col. iv. 16, 
the Douay Bible translates the same definite article 
" THIS epistle," Again, in 1 Thes. v. 27, " this epis- 
tle." Again, 2 Thes. iii. 14, " this epistle." Why, 
then, may it not be " this epistle" in the place in 
question, 1 Cor. v. 9? 

A still stronger case is Romans, c. xvi., v. 22 (Douay 
Bible) — " I, Tertius, who wrote this epistle, salute you 
in the Lord." AV'ill any Roman Catholic say that the 
Greek word here translated ■ ' this ' must refer to a for- 
mer epistle which the apostle wrote to the Romans, and 
tiiat, therefore, we have lost one Epistle to the Romans 
too ? Why, then, cannot the same Greek word be trans- 
lated " this " in the Epistle to the Corinthians ? 

This last passage (Rom. xvi. 22) is still more for- 
cible, because it also contains the same word, "wrote," 
in the very same tense. It clearly should have been 
translated — "i. Teniae, who have written this epistle," 
he being St. Paul's scribe in writing it. In the same 
way, the very same words in 1 Cor. v. 9 should be 
translated — " I have written to you in this epistle," re- 
ferring to what he had already said of the fornicator in 
V. 2 — " that he might be taken away from among you," 
whicli plainly implied that they were not to keep com- 
pany with him. The apostle goes on, in the tenth verse, 
to explain what this command did not mean — viz., not 
every fornicator ; and in verse 1 1 he explains what was 
really the meaning of what he had written, to this effect 
— " But now I have written to you, not to keep com- 
pany," kc. Where mark, Isf, the ■words, " I have 
written," are still the same word, and the same tense, 
translated "I wrote "in verse 9; and, 2nd, the word 
" now" docs not, either in Greek or English, always 
mean to contrast the present time with the past time. 
We may say to a person, "Now, I tell you this," with- 
out at all implying that we have told him something 
else at a former time : we may and often do use that 
expression about a thing of which we have never spoken 
before. We have such a use of the same Greek word 
and the same English word, in Hebrews xi., v. 15 and 
IG — "If they had been mindful of that country from 
which they came out . . . But now they desire a 
heavenly country;" where "now" does not mean, 
" they desire at this time ;" but it is just as much as if 
the apostle had said — " But now I tell you it was the 
heavenly country they then desired, and not the 
earthly." 

So the apostle's meaning, in 1 Cor. 5, v. 9, 10, II, 
is simply this — " I have written to you in this epistle, 
not to keep company with fornicators. But I don't 
mean every fornicator. But now I tell you the exact 
meaning of what I have written, every fornicator that 
is called a brother (i.e., a Christian), with such a one 
to keep no company." 

To confirm tliis translation, we appeal to tradition. 
We say it is the general tradition of the ancient Church 
that the apostle wrote only two Epistles to the Corin- 
thians ; and, therefore, he cannot have written another to 
them before the two that we have. All the ancients who 
have left us lists of what the apostles' did write, speak 
of only two epistles written by him to the Corinthians. 
This is a point on which the tradition of the Cliurch is 
tlie proper evidence, and we invite those who are so fond 
of tradition to decide this point by tradition. 

Hence it appears that the only proof offered, that one 
of the books of the iVctr Testament has been lost, utterly 
fails, and there is no proof at all of any such thing. We 
have, therefore, to consider the '• lost books" as belong- 
ing only to the Old Testament. 

Now, supposing for the present that these lost books 
were really inspired Scripture (which we will consider 
again), but supposing now even that they were, is there 
any reason to suppose that those books contained any 
other " articles of the Christian faith'' besides those 
articles of faith which we find in the New Testament? 
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Now we ask our " inquirer" to consider, in which 
Testament does he expect to find "the articles of the 
Christian faith," in ttie Old or in the New? Who was 
it that revealed and declared to the world the doctrines 
of the Gospel, and the articles of the Christian faith? 
Was it not Chribt and liis apostles ? Well, then, in the 
■words of Christ and his apostles, and in their writings, 
we expect to find the articles of the Christian faith, and 
not in tlie Old 'iestaraent writings, which were finished 
300 years before Christ came. 

We do not undervalue the Old Testament. There are 
many things to be learned by us besides " articles of 
faith." In the Old Testament we learn much of the 
character and the dealings of God, and we learn there, 
too, the corruption of human nature. In the Old Tes- 
tament, too (when rightly explained by the New), we 
find many glorious prophecies concerning the Gospel, 
and the doctrines of the Gospel, which serve to throw 
great light on the New Testament. The Old Testament 
was our schoolmaster to bring us to Christ : in the New, 
Christ and his doctrines are revealed to us. This we 
are bold to affirm (and we expect no Koman Catholic 
will contradict it) — that there is no article of Gospel 
faith prophccied of in the Old Testament which is not 
declared and revealed in the New Testament. Take any 
book you please of the Old Testament— Josliua, for in- 
stance, or Judges, or the Proverbs, or even the evangeli- 
cal prophet Isaiah — and tell us what article of the 
Christian faith we would now be wiiliout, if that book 
had been lost ? And if this be so, with the whole of tho 
Old Testament that toe hive, what show of reason can 
there be for supposing that we have lust any article of 
the Cliristian faith by the loss of any otlier books of the 
Old Testament, if any have really been lost ? 

Our ccrrespondent's letter suggests to us another ar- 
gument on this subject. 

He says : — " Our Lord, in expounding to his apostles 
ALL the prophets, must have included those prophetical 
writings not now extant." Well, if he did, we trust we 
still have, in what those apostles taught, anv articles of 
Christian faith contained in those book?, although the 
books themselves be lost. If those books did contain 
such things, and if those books bo now lost, all that 
either the Church of Rome or we cun now do is, to 
seek for what the apostles taught. What they wrote in 
Scripture we know is their teaching. If any one can 
sliow us that anything else taught by tlio apostles has 
been handed down to us by tlie Catholic Church from 
the times of the apostles themselves, so that we may be 
sure that it really came from them, let them show us this 
too, and we have already expressed our readiness to be- 
lieve it. Does not our " Inquirer" now see that this is 
the only thing that oiii/ht to convince us that we are 
wrong— namely, to point out to us other articles of faith, 
and to show us that these have really been handed down 
from tho apostles themselves? Yet this is the very 
thing th.at we do not find in his letter. Nothing will 
direct his own inquiries better tlian trying to convince 
us of our errors. Let him try and tell us, then, what ar- 
ticles of Christian faith, besides those contained in cicrip- 
ture, we oujjht to believe. Let him sliow us what tlie^c 
articles arc, and what the proof is that the apostles 
taught them. 

To return to the lost books. What proo/' is there that 
the lost books in (iuestii}n were really inspired by the 
Holy Spirit? Aoiie of the places thit mention these 
books sni/ that they were inspired. We know that the 
apostles themselves, in their inspired writings, quote 
books that were not inspired. But it will be said, some 
of these books were written by "prophets." We grant 
that; but were prophets alwmjs inspired? We have 
good ground for believing that they were not : that they 
sometimes spoke as the Holy Ghost moved them, and at 
other times spoke as other men do. We believe this is 
agreed on all hands. Is there any better reason to be- 
lieve that they always were inspired as soon as they took 
a pen in their hands ? We see no reason to believe 
this. "A prophet" might write a letter, just as other 
men wrote one, and that letter was not inspired. "A 
prophet" — i.e., one who was sometimes inspired — might 
write a book of history, and that book might not be in- 
spired. There was certainly, at that time, a way of know- 
ing what speeches or what writings of a prophet were in- 
spired. The prophets knew the diilerence themselves. 
And the difference could be proved to other men, while 
the power of working miracles existed, and while the 
High Priest could inquire of God in the tabernacle. 

The question is, did the Jews, while they had these 
means of knowing, count these books inspired? We re- 
ply that there is no evidence that the Jews, while they 
had these means of knowing, ever counted any books 
inspired besides those which we now have of the Old 
Testament. We invite inquiry about this. 

But when were these books lost? This may throw 
some light on the question. 

We tkink our correspoudent has succeeded in proving 
that no prophetical books were lost before our Saviour's 
time. He says — " Our Lord, in expounding to his 
Apostlesd// the prophets (see Luke xxiv., verse 27), must 
have included those prophetical writings not now 
extant." We think this conclusive proof that none 
had been losf before that time. The question is, 
hare any books then existing been lost since ? Now 



this is clearly not the case. Josephas, a very 
learned Jew, who was born before our Saviour died, 
tells us what sacred books the Jews then had : he says 
they had only twenty-two which were counted inspired ; 
they had other books, he says, which were not of the 
like authority. Now, taking the twelve lesser pro- 
phets as "one book" (which we know that the Jews 
did), this exactly agrees with the books we now have. 
It is impossible to bring into that number all the books 
our correspondent reckons up. Either, then, these 
books were not counted inspired in our Saviour's time, 
or they were lost before his time. In either case we 
have the inspired books of the Jews, just as they stood 
in our Saviour's time. If he found no fault with those 
books, as they then stood— if he did not blame the Jews 
for not having all the inspired books they should have 
had (and we know that he did not) — if he was content 
to take those books as they then stood, without asking 
for more or less, surely we may do so also. What better 
authority can we have than his in such a question ? 

We are, therefore, satisfied to take the books of the 
Old Testament as onr Saviour took them, and the 
books of the New Testament as the tradition of all 
Christians has handed them down to us ; and as far as 
this argument goes, we see no shadow of reason for be- 
lieving them to be insufficient. 

Nor do we see any reason, so far, for going to tradi- 
tion for more articles of faith, until some one can show 
any such articles, with proof that the apostles preached 
them. 

We now call to our correspondent's recollection a pas- 
sage of his own letter — " Hence, we say, give us all the 
sacred prophetical w^ritings ever written, and we will 
abide by the written Word of God as the sole Kule of 
Faith." 

Now, if we have shown him that we have all the 
sacred writings of the Old Testament as our Saviour 
had them, and was content to take them ; and, further, 
that we have all the sacred writings of the New Testa- 
ment, that ever were heard of by the Church on earth, 
is not this enough? 

And even if it were not, if any books had been lost 
out of the Old Testament, yet since at least we have 
all in which we could have any expectation of finding 
" articles of Christian faith," is not this all that we can 
require ? 

We trust, then, that our correspondent will now per- 
form what he promised, and abide "by the written Word 
of God as the sole Uule of Faith." 

We could not deal lightly with this argument about 
the lost books of Scripture. It has taken up so much 
room, we must leave the remainder of this letter for 
the next mouth. 



" W. C. SEAUCM" AND BISHOP JEREMY 
TAYLOR. 

" Warner Christian Search" has to explain, that he 
took the passai;e referred to in Bishop Taylor's work of 
Liberty of Prophesying, not from any edition of the 
original, but from a controversial treatise on Purgatory, 
by a Roman Catholic writer. 

" W. C. S." begs further to add, that he has since 
consulted Doctor Taylor's work itself, and finds the 
quotation to appear, with the words (" says thk 
Romanist") in a parenthesis. There is no writer, 
among Church of England theologians, whose works ore 
so erroneously apiiealed to, and whose views on certain 
doctrines are so misrepresented as Bishop Taylor. 

"W. C. Search." 

Sept. 24, 1852. 

P.S. — Yiiu forget to observe upon some of the early 
Fathers — St. Clirysostom, for instance— declaring the 
practice of praying for the dead to be of Ai-ostohcal 
Tkaditio.v. 

We suspected that " W. C. Search" took his quota- 
tion at second hand from some Roman controversial 
writer who had given the passage without these words; 
and we find by his letter that he did so, though lie does 
not give us the name of the writer who deceived him, 
as we think he was bound, in fairness, to have done, 
when we invited him to clear himself, by telling us the 
name of the book, so that others might be put on their 
guard against it. We regret that he has not done so ; 
and, once more, we call on him, as he regards his 
own character for honesty and truth to tell us from 
ichat book he took his quotation from Bishop Taylor, 
otiierwise, tliough we are quite willing to believe that 
it was not " W. C. S." himself that committed the 
fraud in the quotation about the JIaccabees, we cannot 
exculpate him from the charge of screening from ex- 
posure the writer who did so. 

We have not forgotten our promise of commenting on 
" W. C. Search's" passages from the Fathers of the 
fourth century, which he has cited as in favour of Purga- 
tory ; and we have already in type an article upon the 
subject, which press of matter precludes us from insert- 
ing in our present number. 



KINGSTOWN HARBOUR. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir — Please your honour, I read the CathohoLat- 
MAN regular, for the master lends it to me; and since 



you are so kind in printing letters, maybe you would 
take one from a poor man like me. 

The master sent me to DubUn last week, with cattle 
that was going to Liverpool, for the herd was ill. And 
because I never was in Dublin, he told me to take a 
day to look about me, and he wouldn't stop the wages. 
So, sure enough, I went down to Kingstown by the 
railway, and, my 1 what a place it is ! All them ships, 
and the steam vessels, all fizzing and buzzing, and 
seeming in such a hurry to be off, and the big stones, 
and the bright bonnets, and the purty faces, and all the 
cars, and the fine houses, and what isn't there? And 
them big walls running straight out into the sea, and, 
my 1 the stones in them walls ! and every wall ten 
times as wide as the street before my door ! And if I 
didn't see a big iron chest let down into the sea, and two 
men in it, going down to their work at the bottom of 
the sea as pleasant as I'd go to dig praties ; and may 
I be happy if there was a bottom to the chest ! 

And while I was walking about looking at it all, 
I met a mighty pleasant looking gentleman, and I 
made bold to speak to him; and " please your honour," 
says I, " how long were they making all this place ?" 
And so he answered me quite pleasant, and, says he, 
" I believe they're fifty years making it anyway." 
" Fifty years !" says I, " and isn'tit done yet?" " No, 
indeed," says he, " and I don't see much si^ns of its 
being done." " And when will it be done, your ho- 
nour?" says I. And with that he stopt short in his 
walk, and seemed to be considering for a bit, and, says 
he, " The parliament allows ten thousand pounds a 
year," says he, " for finishing it, and it is my opinion, 
that it never will be finished till that is stopt," 
"Well, tear and ages," says I, " maybe that's just 
the way with my father's foul, " says I ; for 
the thought just came across me all in a minute. 
"What do you mean?" .says he. " Why," says I, 
" I'm p.aying ten shillings a year, for these six 
years p;ist," says I, " to Father D — , for getting 
my father's soul out of purgatory," says I; " and may- 
be its just the same way, that he'll never get out till 
that's stopt," says I. And with that he considered 
again a bit, and says he, " Did Father 1) — never 
say to yim, I needn't take any more money from 
you, for your father's soul's out ?" " No, 'deed, 
didn't he, your honour," says I. " And did you 
never hear," says he, " of Father 1) — saying 
that to any one else?" "I never heard of the 
like of that, your honour," says I. " Well," says he, 
" maybe you're right enough, and maybe your father's 
soul is like enougli to Kingsti^wn harbour," says he; 
" m.aybe, while you go on paying for the job it won't 
suit them to finish the job; and maybe when you stop 
paying, there won't be anything to finisli the job with; 
and maybe it won't be worth their while to finish the 
job at tlieir own cost," says he. 

So, your honour, I don't know what to do at all, or 
whether to go on paying, or to stop; and I thought I 
Would just write to your honour, that seems so know- 
ledgeable, and ask if you ever heard of a priest saying 
to a poor man that came with money for masses, "I 
needn't take that, my man, for your fatlier's soul's is 
out before this," So waiting your honour's answer, 
I remain your humble servant to commiuid, 

Pat Murrav, of Wcstmealh. 

If any of our correspondents can report siu;Ii a case as 
Pat JIurray wishes for, we shall be happy to publish it, 
as we do not happen to know of such a ease ourselves. 
Our correspondent need h.ardly have gone to Kingstown 
to see a chest witliout a bottom, where the lower places 
are concerned. We siisi)ect there is no bottom to Fa- 
tlier 1) — 's chest ; and wo are pretty sure there is no 
bottom to p y itself. — Ed. 



FARMING OPERATIONS FOR OCTOBER. 

{From the Irish I'arniers' Gazelle) 

The Dim or Winter Oats, Black Bark;/, Bi.re, and 
Bye should be sown as early in the mi.nth as possible ; if 
not already got in, advantage should be taken of dry 
weather, and while the land is dry to get in these crops, 
particularly the Dun oat. By so doing a considerable 
saving of seed will be eflfected, as if farther advanced in 
ihe season, and the land wet, considerably more seed 
will be required (see operations for last montii). 

Winter Vetches, either alone or mixed with oats or 
rye, should be sown immediately, where not sown last 
month, so as to insure a strong braird before the frosts 
set in. 

Bussian or Winter Beans should, if possible, be got in 
before the middle of the month. This hardy and pro- 
ductive variety is fast superseding most other kinds to 
a great extent. 

Parsnips, if sown this month, on tolerably dry, but 
well-tilled and well-manured land, come in early, and 
produce heavy crops. 

Rape sown in the summer months may be still trans- 
planted in the stubble land, as directed last mouth. 

Earlij Cabbages sown in July last should now be trans- 
planted in well, cultivated and well-manured land, if 
wanted early. 



